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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4 t 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent publication No. 2002/0102999 by Maggenti. In regards to claim 1 , Maggenti 
discloses a design on page 3, paragraph 59 that is directed towards a net broadcast 
service for enabling internet protocol communication devices to participate in a group 
voice and data conference (this is defined in the aforementioned location as voice over 
internet protocol). Maggenti further discloses on page 3, paragraph 65, a control 
manager that manages the operation of the system. Maggenti then goes on to disclose 
on page 4, paragraph 67 that a security manager (used to support secure networks) 
corresponding to the control manager may be present. This disclosure meets the first 
limitation set forth under claim 1 that calls for having a security manager. Maggenti 
then discloses on page 4, paragraph 68 that the aforementioned security manager 
conforming to an application program interface is capable of performing key 
management, user authentication and other tasks relating to securing networks. This 
disclosure meets the limitations set forth under claim 1 that call for having a security 
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manager interface for interfacing between the security manager and security 
applications because the security manager described in Maggenti's design is able to 
perform key management and user authentication throughout the network. Maggenti 
then discloses on pages 5-6, paragraph 86 and in figure 3 that the control module core 
(security manager) contains a media control unit that sends and receives information 
(via an interface) as necessary from the control unit. This disclosure meets the 
limitations set forth under claim 1 that calls for having a security media interface for 
interfacing between the security manager and a media controller. Maggenti then 
discloses on page 6, paragraph 92 and in figure 4 that a session initiation protocol stack 
is comprised of multiple network layers that implement network communications 
between the protocol layers. Figure 3 then shows how the control manager (security 
manager) is used to connect (interface) all of the various components together. These 
disclosures meet the limitations setforth under claim 1 that call for allowing the security 
manager to interface with the protocol stack and an application layer because in 
Maggenti's design, the control manager (security manager) is used to interface with the 
session initiation protocol stack, which is comprised of various network layers thereby 
allowing the control manager (security manager) to interface with an application layer. 
3. In regards to claim 2, Maggenti discloses in figure 15 and on page 16, paragraph 
207 how the control manager (security manager) has an idle state and also a state 
where it is waiting for a communications device to acknowledge its presence to the 
control manager (wait for authorization state). These disclosures meet the exact 
limitations set froth under claim 2. 
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4. In regards to claim 4, Maggenti discloses in page 6, paragraph 92 and in figure 4 
the use of a session initiation protocol (SIP) signaling stack. Maggenti further discloses 
in the same location that the stack is a collection of network layers that implements 
network communications between network protocol layers. Maggenti also discloses on 
page 5, paragraph 82 that the session initiation protocol supports internet telephony 
applications by providing means to perform such functions as describing media 
parameters. The above disclosure by Maggenti meets the limitations set forth under 
claim 4 that call for having a session initiation protocol signaling stack (see page 6, 
paragraph 92) that can interface to a telephony application (see page 5, paragraph 82) 
and different network layers (see page 6, paragraph 92). Maggenti then discloses in 
figure 3 the interconnections between the session initiation protocol stack and the media 
controller unit, which can be used to allow both of them to interface with a telephony 
application as well as a network layer as described on pages 5-6, paragraphs 82 and 
92. This disclosure meets the limitations set forth under claim 4 that call for having a 
media interface for interface with both a network layer and the session initiation protocol 
stack. 

5. In regards to claim 5, Maggenti discloses a design on page 3, paragraph 59 that 
is directed towards a net broadcast service for enabling internet protocol devices to 
participate in a group voice and data conference (this is defined in the aforementioned 
location as voice over internet protocol). Maggenti further discloses on page 6, 
paragraph 92 and in figure 4 that a session initiation protocol stack is comprised of 
multiple network layers that implement network communications between the protocol 
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layers. Figure 3 then shows how the control manager (security manager) is used to 
connect (interface) all of the various components together. This disclosure meets the 
limitations set forth under claim 5 that call for interfacing between the security manager 
and the session initiation protocol stack. Maggenti further discloses on page 4, 
paragraph 68 that the security manager conforms to an application program interface 
that is capable of performing key management, user authentication, and other tasks 
relating to securing networks. This disclosure meets the limitations set forth under claim 
5 that call for having a security manager interface for interfacing between the security 
manager and security applications because the security manager described in 
Maggenti's design is able to perform key management and user authentication 
throughout the network. Maggenti then discloses on pages 5-6, paragraph 86 and in 
figure 3 that the control module core contains a media control unit that sends and 
receives information (via an interface) as necessary from the control unit. This 
disclosure meets the limitations set forth under claim 5 that calls for having a security 
media interface for interfacing between the security manager a media controller. 
Maggenti finally discloses on page 5, paragraph 82 that the session interface protocol 
supports internet telephony applications by providing means for performing such 
functions as describing media parameters. This disclosure meets the limitations set 
forth under claim 5 that call for interfacing between the security manager and a 
telephony application. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 3 and 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maggenti in view of the publication "Signaling for Internet Telephony" (Feb 2, 1998) 
by Schulzrinne and Rosenberg. In regards to claim 3, Maggenti's design disclosed 
above meets all of the aforementioned limitations of claim 2 described above. However, 
Maggenti's design does not specifically mention changing states according to whether 
an invitation from an initiating device is authorized. Schulzrinne and Rosenberg's 
publication describes a session initiation protocol in Section 2.3 that is used to establish 
communications between Internet end systems. Schulzrinne and Rosenberg's 
publication then goes on to disclose in section 3.1 that authoritative responses are used 
to indicate the results of client invitations as well as the state of these invitations (i.e. is 
the invitation authorized). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to incorporate the features taught By Schulzrinne 
and Rosenberg, which are directed towards providing authorization responses 
indicating the result and status of client initiated invitations, into Maggenti's design in 
order to achieve a design that is capable of transitioning between a wait for 
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authorization state and an idle state depending on whether or not a client initiated 
invitation is to be authorized. 

8. In regards to claims 6-8, Maggenti discloses a design on page 3, paragraph 59 
that is directed towards a net broadcast service for enabling internet protocol devices to 
participate in a group voice and data conference (this is defined in the aforementioned 
location as voice over internet protocol). Maggenti further discloses on page 6, 
paragraph 92 and in figure 4 that a session initiation protocol stack is comprised of 
multiple network layers that implement network communications between the protocol 
layers. Figure 3 then shows how the control manager (security manager) is used to 
connect (interface) all of the various components together. Maggenti further discloses 
in figure 11 and on page 12, paragraphs 158, 161 and 164 how session interface 
protocol signaling works. Maggenti further discloses in the aforementioned locations 
that a communications device (remote user agent) can send an invite signal to a 
session interface protocol stack. Maggenti also discloses that the session interface 
protocol stack can issue an invite signal back to a communication device (remote user 
agent) by using redirection mechanisms as described in figure 11 and paragraph 161 on 
page 12. Maggenti then goes on to disclose on page 12, paragraph 164 that responses 
to the invite signals (ACKs) are passed between the communication device (remote 
user agent) and the session initiation protocol stack. These disclosures meet the 
limitations set forth under claims 6-8 that call for passing invite signals between a 
remote user agent and a session initiation protocol stack and then responding to the 
invite signals with acknowledgments (ACKs). Maggenti further discloses on page 4, 
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paragraph 68 that a security manager conforming to an application program interface is 
capable of performing key management, user authentication and other tasks relating to 
securing networks. This disclosure meets the limitations set forth under claims 6-8 that 
call for having a security manager to provide authorization for the connection requests 
(invite signals) and also for providing encryption for the network. However, Maggenti's 
design does not disclose that the acknowledgements signals passed between a remote 
user agent and a session initiation protocol stack in response to received invite signals 
are indicative of whether the invite signals are authorized. Schulzrinne and 
Rosenberg's publication describes a session initiation protocol in Section 2.3 that is 
used to establish communications between internet end systems. Schulzrinne and 
Rosenberg's publication then goes on to disclose in section 3.1 that authoritative 
responses are used to indicate the result of the invite signals as well as the state of the 
invite signal (i.e. is the invite signal authorized). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the features 
taught by the features taught By Schulzrinne and Rosenberg, which are directed 
towards providing authorization responses indicating the result and status of invite 
signals, into Maggenti's design in order to achieve a design that is capable is allowing 
the acknowledgement signals (response signals relating to received invite signal) 
passed between a remote user agent and a session initiation protocol stack to contain 
information indicative of whether or not the invite signals are authorized. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph McArdle whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
7515. The examiner can normally be reached on Weekdays from 8:00 am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on (703) 305-1830. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). j 
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Art Unit 21 32 
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